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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-15 under USC 103 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in 
view of Blakeley III US 7,039,714, and Bass US 2005/0022006. 

Claims 1- 3, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blakeley III US 7,039,714 in view of Bass US 2005/0022006. 

As per claim 1, 8, and 15, Blakely III teaches a single sign-on authentication system, 
comprising: an authentication component that determines whether a user is authenticated, 
(primary logon) (Col 5 lines 25-35). Blakely III teaches if it is determined that the user is 
authenticated, the authentication component generates a connection request (request a 
first resource) (Col 5 lines 1 1-18). 

Blakely III does not teach an interface component that compares a received identifier 
with an expected identifier. 

Bass teaches an interface component to receive a connection request including an 
identifier and entitlement information (URL of application, username and 
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password)[0028], [0029]. Bass teaches comparing the identifier with an expected 
identifier (login information) [0029]. Bass teaches assigning one or more resources to 
the user based on successful authentication and entitlement information [0031]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the resource 
assignment of Bass with the SSO system of Blakely because it allows secure access of 
resources to an authenticated user. 



As per claims 2, and 9 Bass teaches the entitlement information is different from the 
information used to authenticate the user (URL address, user Id/password) [0028], 
[0029]. 

As per claims 5, and 12 Bass teaches the information used to authenticate the user 
includes one or more of a user identifier and a password [0029]. 

Claims 3, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blakeley III US 7,039,714 in view of Bass US 2005/0022006 in view of Song US 
2005/0066037. 

As per claims 3, and 10 the previous combination does not teach that the identifier is an 
IP address. 



Song teaches that an identifier may be an IP address, [0061]. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the identifier IP 
address of Song with the single sign on the combination system because the IP address 
allows the authenticator to perform additional authentication algorithms, thus making the 
system more secure. 

Claims 4, and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blakeley III US 7,039,714 in view of Bass US 2005/0022006 in view of Gusler US 
2003/0046410 

As per claims 4 and 1 1 The previous combination does not teach entitlement information 
based on authentication information. 

Gusler teaches using a user id and or password to determine entitlement information 
[0046]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the entitlement 
information of Gusler with the previous system because it allows the request to proceed 
unimpeded. 



Claims 6, 7, 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Blakeley III US 7,039,714 in view of Bass US 2005/0022006 in view of Amon US 
2004/0111463 
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As per claims 6 and 13, Amon teaches the entitlement information is contained in a 
header portion of a data packet (URL in the HTTP header) Claim 1 1 . 

It would have been obvious to on of ordinary skill in the art to use the URL in the http 
header in the combination because it is a well known and widely used internet protocol. 

As per claims 7 and 14, Amon teaches the connection request is sent as an HTTP request 
(HTTP Post request) Claim 11. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTOPHER J. BROWN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3833. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-6:00. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on (571)272-381 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Christopher J Brown/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2134 
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